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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 10 July 2006 . 
2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's election with traverse of Group I, and election of species Euclidean 
distance, pseudo-data value, and values inputted by a user, in the reply filed on 
7/10/2006 is acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that the features are not 
mutually exclusive and that under certain conditions the methods of the independent 
claims would be the same. This is not found persuasive because the related inventions 
are distinct if the inventions as claimed have a materially different design, mode of 
operation, function, or effect. See MPEP § 806.05Q). In the instant case, the different 
and distinct groups have different modes of operations, functions, and effects. 
. Therefore, some common limitations are not persuasive as the invention as a whole is 
being evaluated for examination distinctness. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

Claims 15-16, 21, 23-39, 48, 51-55, and 61-64 are withdrawn from further 
consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a nonelected inventive 
groups and nonelected species, there being no allowable generic or linking claim. 
Applicant timely traversed the restriction (election) requirement in the reply filed on 
7/10/2006. 

Claims 1-14, 17-20, 22, 40-47, 49-50, and 56-60 are the current claims hereby 
under examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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Claims 1-14, 17-20, 22, 40-47, 49-50, and 56-60 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1 and 2-14, 17-20, 22, and 40-42 recite the limitation "said identified data 
items" in line 10. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 1 and 2-14, 17-20, 22, and 40-42 recite the limitation "the first c x d 
representations" in line 1 3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in 
the claim. 

Claims 43-47 and 49-50 recite the limitation "said identified data items" in lines 8- 
9. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 43-47 and 49-50 recite the limitation "the first c x d representations" in 
line 12. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 56-60 recite the limitation "said identified data items" in lines 11-12. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 56-60 recite the limitation "the first c x d representations" in lines 15-16. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
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by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 1, 43, and 56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Pitkow (US P/N 7, 038, 680). 

The claims are directed to a method for displaying and manipulating data to 
facilitate indentification, trends, correlation, or other useful relationships among the data 
comprising of steps of providing data arranged in a matrix, converting the data to 
graphical representations, displaying the graphical representations, sorting the data 
based on comparison values, reordering the data, and displaying the rearranged data in 
the matrix. 

Pitkow teaches claims 1 , 43, and 56 in the abstract, at col. 1 , lines 40-67, col. 2, 
lines 1-15, col. 7, lines 20-63, col. 1 1 , lines 5-67, col. 1 2, lines 1-41 , col. 1 8, lines 29-67, 
col. 22, lines 28-67 and col. 23, lines 1-21. Pitkow, in the abstract, discusses a system 
for graphically displaying data, and for allowing users to interactively analyze said data, 
particularly with respect to detecting and analyzing any relationships within said data, 
which represents a method for displaying and manipulating data to facilitate 
identification, trends, correlations, or other useful relationships among the data. Pitkow 
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discusses at col. 1 and col. 2, data and structured information being presented in a table 
image containing rows and columns of data wherein the peripheral is labeled showing 
that all the data of a particular row or column represents the same characteristic, which 
represents data items arranged in a n x m matrix where the data items represent 
characteristics. Pitkow specifically discusses a data image, which contains larger sets 
of data that may include said tables, but also display mechanisms of scatter plots and 
contour plots, which represent graphical representations of the data items. Pitkow, in 
the abstract discusses a system for graphically displaying data and one that is 
specifically good for multi-variate matrix data, which includes a visual data pane. Pitkow 
at col. 1 1 and 12, discusses how the data pane works and how focus areas may be 
utilized to display underlying data, which represents displaying a c x d graphical 
representation of the identified data items in a matrix that is smaller than said n x m 
matrix. Additionally, Pitkow discusses how each axis is represented as a column whose 
data are displayed visually and the bars are generated by mapping operations, which 
may be a result of a data modeling process applied to data values. Pitkow further 
discusses at col. 18, how the workspace manipulations work where a user may select a 
Venue attribute, which causes the categorical data to be arranged, in this case sorted 
by total number of publications, in a column, which represents the sorting of the data by 
rows. The sorting of the data, by total number of publications, inherently creates a 
pseudo-vector with values of the data items wherein the row of data items is converted 
to a data vector for comparison with said pseudo-data vector. Pitkow, at col. 22 and 
23, discusses reordering the data based on the sorting and displaying the reordered 



I 
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data for observation by a user. Pitkow, at col. 7, discusses the use of processes, 
computers, and computer readable memory with reference to the instant invention as 
required in claims 43 and 56. 

Pitkow teaches claims 40-42 at col. 24, lines 1 1-25. Pitkow discusses a system 
that may be connected through wired or wireless connections, a processor that may be 
remotely accessed, and data items that my be located in memory at a remote location, 
which represents the forwarding of a result obtained to a remote location, transmitting 
data representing a result obtained to a remote location and receiving a result obtained 
from a remote location. 

Conclusion 

No Claim is allowed 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason Sims, whose telephone number is (571)-272- 
7540. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Wang can be reached via telephone (571)-272-0811. 

Papers related to this application may be submitted to Technical Center 1600 by 
facsimile transmission. Papers should be faxed to Technical Center 1600 via the 
Central PTO Fax Center. The faxing of such papers must conform with the notices 
published in the Official Gazette, 1096 OG 30 (November 15, 1988), 1 156 OG 61 
(November 16, 1993), and 1157 OG 94 (December 28, 1993) (See 37 CFR § 1.6(d)). 
The Central PTO Fax Center number is (571)-273-8300. 

Any inquire of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to Legal Instrument Examiner, Yolanda Chadwick, whose telephone number is 
(571)-272-0514. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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n JOHNS. BRUSCA, PH.D 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



